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Dear Senator Lott: FEDERAL COOIIU~i'I!" Til 1i,;(' "'.\l II;'~~lfll'M .l \.":,",, ,'--',tV \,;."·"~·Uyltw UJ~

CfFICE OFTHt: SECHUAH.Y
This is in reply to your letter of Feb~arY 10, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your consi~r garding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket Nq. 92-235 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes~otl).~,. ommission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operatIng in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Those rules have been in place for over 20 years. While they have been
amended on numerous occasions since that time, they nonetheless embody
regulatory concepts based on yesteryear's technology and, unless changed, will
stifle the growth and development of private land mobile radio technology and
services, which are used primarily by local governments, public safety
entities, and businesses to enhance their productivity. The Commission issued
the Notice, therefore, to solicit comment from all interested persons on a
wide variety of proposals designed t~ increase channel capacity, to promote
more efficient use of these channels, and to simplify the rules governing use
of these channels.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. To this end, some of the
critical issues that must be resolved relate to channel spacing, the amount of
time provided to users to convert to new technical standards, how the 300 to
500 percent increase in channel capacity should be licensed, how the rules
should be written to provide users technical flexibility, and whether the
current nineteen radio services should be consolidated and, if so, how. I
have enclosed for your information a copy of that part of the Notice that
describes the numerous proposals.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on ~adio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.
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Honorable Trent Lott 2.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take into
careful consideration all their comments. Your constituents' concerns will be
fully evaluated when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As indicated
in the Notice, we remain convinced that without significant regulatory change
in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz, the quality of communications
in the private land mobile radio services will continue to deteriorate to the
point of endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Comments on the
proposals set forth in the Notice are due May 28, 1993, and Reply Comments are
due July 14, 1993. We expect final rules to be issued in 1994. We urge your
constituents to file formal comments on all aspects of the proposals .
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Enclosures:
Notice
Order
Discussion paper

cc:
Chief, PRBureau
Chief, LM&MDivison
Docket Files, Room 222
P&P Branch File (Pink)
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Chief, Private Radio
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The Honorable Alfred C. Sikes
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Sikes:

I have been contacted by several constituents concerning
NPRM-PR Docket 92-235. I shall appreciate your looking into the
matters outlined in these constituents letters and your advising
me of your decision.

Thanking you, I am

TL:rl
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January 27, 1993

Hunter Yarborough, Jr.
206 Alyce Place
Long Beach, MS 39560-5304

The Honorable Trent Lott
united States Senate
487 Russell Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Lott:

I write with regard to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
proceeding with PR Docket 92-235.

I fly radio control airplanes for enjoyment and relaxation. Some
of my planes match or exceed design specifications of full-size
aircraft and may cost over $1000.00 per plane. The hobby could
become a job after retirement, if there will be frequencies
available then or affordable insurance then.

The present radio frequencies for radio control models are in the
72 - 76 MHz band. This same band is used for mobile dispatch
operations. In 1991, new super narrow-width frequency requirements
were implemented for radio control airplanes. This meant that more
channels could be squeezed together without as much risk of
interference. Now, the FCC wants to crowd, split, and rearrange
the band with more land mobile frequencies.

I am told of the 50 frequencies presently available for radio
control airplanes, only 19 will remain if the FCC does what it
proposes in this docket. Some fliers may not heed the interference
warnings for overcrowded channels. A fifty pound airplane that is
capable of actual speeds of 100 mph or more can be a very serious
threat to life and property.

Hundreds of thousands of Americans enjoy this hobby. Many
mar,ufacturing, wholesale, and retail companies depend on radio
control enthusiasts for their business. This in no way reflects
the number of jobs that could be lost should manufactures,
wholesale companies, and retail companies close as a result of the
decline of this hobby. Please note that many commercial and
military aircraft were once prototypes flown as a radio control
airplane.

Please protect this avocation and occupation from a potentially
grave error in judgement by the FCC, as I remain,

sincerely,

i~?k~'.~



1501 Hide-A-WayLane
Carriere, MS 39426
28 Jan. 1993

Senator Trent Lott
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Sir:

I'm writing to express my concern over the Federal Communication Commission's proposed
new rule making (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235) concerning frequency restructuring, specifically
changes to Part 88 and Part 95.

I'm very active in the Radio Controlled Model Aircraft Hobby, along with tens of thousands of
other Americans. I'm also the Secretary ffreasurer of a fairly large Model Aviation Club
(Mississippi Aces, Inc.) located in the south Pearl River County area. The proposed changes in
frequency allotments will have a tremendous negative impact on this hobby, both fmancially and
more importantly in safety. .

The need for additional frequency allotments for commercial users is understood, but the needs
of commercial users should not come at the expense of other users such as the Radio Controlled
Model Hobby/Industry. The FCC as the Government Agency that oversees and regulates
frequency allotment and use, should understand the necessity of maintaining CLEAR channels that
are free of interference. The proposed changes would do just the opposite. First, it would allow
mobile transmitters (cellular phones) with four times the power output that Remote Control Radio
transmitters are restricted to by regulation, and at frequencies that are only 2.5 kHz away from our
assigned frequencies. Second, the technical specifications proposed for this new equipment would
allow LEGAL frequency tolerances that would place their transmission signals directly on TOP OF
OUR assigned frequencies.

This inteIference JAMMING of our assigned frequencies will create a safety hazard of
unreasonable proportions. Let me explain my point; I personally fly many large model aircraft, that
by the way are becoming more and more common in the hobby. My personal model aircraft have
wing spans that range from a minimum of 6 feet up to 10 feet, with one under construction with a
wing span of 12 feet. These miniature aircraft weigh from 5 pounds up to around 25 pounds, and
fly at speeds of from 50 to 100 mph. I must point out that my models are not fast by todays
standards, many models flown today can exceed 150 mph with ease. Do you have any idea what
damage a 5 pound object moving at 50 mph can do? Then try to think of the damage a 25 pound
object moving at 100 mph could do! Loosing control of one of these miniature aircraft due to
frequency JAMMING would be totally unacceptable.

If the new-rules are adopted, I will have three choices to follow as to my hobby. First, would
be to throwaway over $5,000 worth of radio equipment (much of it being less than two years
old), and buying a few thousands of dollars worth of new radio equipment. Second, would be to
ignore the danger, to pretend nothing is wrong, and accept loosing control of my models every so
often due to inteIference as a nonnal occurrence. Or, I could just give up the hobby, as being to
hazardous due to the incompetency of the Government Agency that governs the Radio Frequency
Spectrum.

Since I have no intention of giving up my hobby, I hope you will use your influence on our
behalf to convince the FCC that the proposed rule changes are in error, and have the FCC
withdraw or at least modify the proposal.

sz>~
Gregory G. Sakala
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Ll anuary 28, 1993

The Honorable Trent Lott
The United States Senate
Washington, D.C.
20510

Dear Sir:

Subject: Negative Impact of FCC NPRM-PR Docket 92-235

I am a retired NASA engineer and I looked forward in
years to having more time to enjoy designing, flying, and
radio-controlled model aircraft (RIC models). This has been
hobby and occasional business for over 40 years.

A few years ago, the FCC increased the number of radio bands we and
other land mobile service users could use. At that time, all RIC modelers
had to replace very expensive radio equipment, but it was worth it because
of the increased number of bands. Like many others, I had to scrap $900
worth of good, but illegal, radio equipment, and spend over S1200 to replace
it (with middle-priced radio equipment).

Now, the FCC has issued a Notice
Docket 92-235) which will prove devastating
modelers.

Our frequency regulations were established in Part 95, but now the FCC
is proposing changes in these frequencies in another document, Part 88; no
notice \"as given for this Cl'oss-over.

To the point: The FCC proposes to introduce additional t'adio bands
between those bands presently used by RIC modelers, and the users of the new
bands may use extremely powerful !JIobil~ transmitters. This will not only
make our equipment dangerous to use, but incredibly difficult to replace.

Radio manufacturers in the U.S. have been queried and they state that
to produce model radios as frequency-selective as this proposal necessitates
I,ould be prohibitively expensive to produce.

The danger will come from modelers, using l~~l radio equipment, losing
control of their model because some mobile operatot' is operating a
high-powered transmitter on llearly the same band as the modeler.

Some of out' models have wing spans to 10 feet, weigh as much as 50
pounds, and fly nearly 100 miles per hour.

We know such models carl do considerable damage; consequently, we adhere
to a natiollal, published safety code. The majority of fliers have special
insurance through the ]00,000 member Academy of Model Aeronautics, the
model-governing organizatiotl affiliated with the National Aeronautic
'\S;3oC i at ion.
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We will be put out of this activity by the cost of either equipment or
insurance sllould PR Docket 92-235 become binding, and a great technological,
recreational activity will be lost in this nation. (Did you know that two
NASA engineers used their own model designs and equipment to demonstrate
that the Shuttle could be safely carried on and released from a mother-ship

before such a thing was proposed by NASA? There are too many examples
to list.)

There are many of us in Mississippi who will be financially affected
should PR Docket 92-235 become binding.

Please provide whatever support you feel is appropriate. Time is
short; the FCC needs responses by February 26, 1993. I look forward to
hearing from you and learning how PR Docket 92-235 fares.

K nneth D. Cashion
~35 Tennyson Cove
Picayune, MS - 39466
(601) 798-5807
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THE HONORABLE TREivT LOTT
487 Russell Senate Off1ce BU1ldJna
Wash1ngton, DC 20510

Dear Senator Lott,

In reference to the proposed Federal Communicat10n Com­
mission Notice of Proposed Rule Mak1ng (NPRM-PR Docket 95-235).
the follow1ng comments are subm1tted for your consideration:

lilly first attempt. al thouqh unsuccessful. at model a1rplane
construct1on was attempted fifty-S1X years ago at the ripe old
age of seven. Th.e hobby nas provided me untold hours of enjoy­
ment and pleasure through the years.

The f 1rst a t tempt a t the fasc 1na t i nq idea of rad10 control
was not attempted unt1] the year 1953 and needless to say 1 was
"hooked" because rad1e> c(~'ntrol rneant you were more i1kely to get
an expens1ve model thac \7C'U had deve,ted many ted10US hours of
construction to ~ back.

M,Y' m1l i tary career prevenced me from pursu1nr;r th1 s hobby
cont1nuously: however. my' thow;rhcs of It were always there. Upon
ret1rement. I moved on to a pos1t10n in industry where I helped
supervise the construcc]on or a number of sh]ps tor the US Navy.

In 1980. the specter of colon cancer came to attack me and
had lt not been tor my interest ]n buildlnq model an-planes. I'm
afra1d he may have carried me a ....Tay. This malady resulted 1n me
nav]nq eiqnt major suraerles 1n as many years and 1 'm sure the
hc'bby had a lot to do w]th my f]nal total recovery. It ]8 a t]me
consum1ng hobby tha c keeps .your mlnd off your probi ems reqard­
less of the]r or1g1n. I have been cancel- free since 198~ and am
cons]dered to be a "cure". Thank Goo for med]c]ne.'

There are currentlY three m1fll03CUre arrcraft 1n my stable.
two of Wh1Ch we1qh ~'u.'5 !.louncJs W1t/l the th1rd we1q}llng 15.5. A
fourth is under cons·tructJon y.,lhlCh should we1an ]n somewhere 1n
between these extremes. Last 1.78,.=1.1'. one cd these models was mea­
sured by a MlssisS1PPl H1ghw03},T p,jrrol ra,1ar aL an average speed
of d8 InO/I. A mod""J weHIi!ll1i] ';ll,j DOl)nOS traveJi1ng ac 88 mph



,;'0/)1({ it1tller 5'1'.:'11('11::: DC'U]jj/ f),'j,'ll) .c.:hou.!o 10.'35 of control occur
as a n~:=:ul t or "caD,url?' /})i Ci /[jl)re DOWeYIUl rad10 station in the
same frequency bann. AaaltlondllY rnele 1S about $12.000.00
lnve:=.:r;eo 111 ttle ladl('S, eny.iil>='.5' .,'HlO ,-'urrrames of my three and
(".>Tie na 1 T mO(le j S·. L ~YljU 1(1 ha t ere' rn 1 iiI- nil" 1 nvestment 1 S 1 n
Jeopardy.

Presently. 1 am Serv.lnCI as Pres~lQent C'f the M1SS1SS1ppi
Coast Ha010 Concrol cluj) whle/] 105 chartered under the Academy of
Model Aeronautlcs and .L represent s'zxcy act1ve members. Our club
represents a huqe lI1Ve.s-tmenr 1n ladlO equlDment that would be
serlously affected by [he FCC' aoproval of other radio services
hav1nq hlgher powered statlons lnterspersed w1thln our rad10
control frequenc1es. F~rthennore. suen an dct1011 may result 1n a
ser10US safety problem wnere serious 1luury could result to the
unsuspecting.

Therefore. I recommend tha t you do all W1 th1n your power to
prevent the 1mplementat10n cd tillS proposed rule chanae.

,0a#4t/,f:££~
i/JAMES F. FIELDS

Presldent
MS Coast HC Club


